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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

The examiner and the applicant's attorneys discussed proposed changes to independent claim 13 so as to more 
particularly define the claimed invention over the prior art. 

As one possible approach, the examiner suggested incorporating additional language into claim 13 that positively 
recites the two detachable L-shaped housing side portions, each having a bent region at an upper edge and a form- 
locking connection, where the bent region of each L-shaped housing side portion is spaced apart by the portion of the 
ventilator container that forms the section of the external wall of the housing. 

As a second possible approach, the applicant's attorneys suggested incorporating additional language into claim 13 
that more particularly defines the configuration of the form-locking connection. 



